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C.B.j. Cancels Jrder Hawing 
instant Analysis ? of Speeches 


The Columbia Broadcasting 
System has done away with 
its short-lived policy prohibit- 
ing its news correspondents 
from commenting on, or analyz- 
ing, Presidential addresses im- 
mediately after they are de- 
livered. 

William S. Paley, chairman 
of the board of C.B.S., who 
had announced the policy June 
6 , yesterday made the disclosur 
of its discontinuance, saying 
that the journalistic innovation 
had been a given a “fair trial.” 
Mr. Paley said the original 
decision had been made in the 
belief that additional time for 
reflection and research would 
enhance the analyses of Presi- 
dential speeches. For the last 
five months C.B.S. correspond- 
ents have had to withhold their 
comments until the next 
I scheduled network newscast. 
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Newsworthy Events 
But, said Mr. Paley, the rapid 
series of exceptionally news- 
worthy events “has made it 
clear that postponing news an- 
alysis under all circumstances 
may impair a journalistic ser- 
vice of far greater value to 
the public than we had 
realized.” 

The company’s new position 
does not mean that it will 
necessarily require “instant 
analysis after all speeches by 
a President or other persons 
public importance but rather 
that the ban has been lifted. 

Whether there is a post-ad- 
dress summation and commen- 
tary after a President speaks 
will depend on news judgment 
the desirability of such a serv- 
ice a t the time and the feasi- 
buity of adequate preparation 
for it, Mr. Paley said. 

The original decision to do 
away with instant analysis was 
unpopular with many journal- 
ists at C.B.S. and outside the 
company largely because it had 
the appearance of a concession 
to the Nixon Administration 
It was former Vice President 
Spiro T. Agnew who had coined 
the term “instant analysis” in 
his Des Moines speech on Nov. 
13, 1969, the first hot blast 
at the news media by the Nixon 
Administration. In that speech 
Mr. Agnew was especially criti 
of the networks for their prac- 
tice of following a televised 
Presidential address with a 
post-mortem by newsmen and 
outside experts dissecting the 
President’s remarks even when 
they did not have advance ac- 
cess to the text. 

Many had pointed out after 
Mr. Agnew’s attack on the elec- 
tronic press that print jour- 
nalists also write their commen- 
taries on Presidential speeches 
immediately afterward but 
they don’t appear to be “in- 
stant!* * because they are pub 
lished the next day. 

Criticism Bore Fruit 

Nevertheless, the criticism 
bore fruit last summer when 

* ssuec * i' fc s new policy 
The ban on instant post-mor- 
tems had accompanied an an- 
nouncement that C.B.S. would 
schedule special programs to 
offset the President whenever 
his broadcast concerned mat- 
ters of major policy over which 
there was significant national 
disagreement. 

The network committed it- 
self to provide time for oppos- 
ing views by qualified spokes- 
men from government as soon 
after the President’s broadcasts 
as practicable. 


. T hat commitment will con- 
tinue and is unaffected by the 
company’s reversal on post - 1 
address news discussions. I 


